PRRHAR A DB, B13%, %1%, 109~ 118K

<E 2>

I7Xﬁ~9?~@%%%%%L®k%@ﬁ%K@Té

AT DRFFEEN )
el AGRs, mTH BRKT, R BT, T T
FEAZE", IGH PR

E#H

REFEEIHT 5 DEBEREONADOE DL LTI ARV —Rbh b, ©7 ZAR— Vv — IR
BT B EIEBHL STV D b OO, FEFEROFIEARTEIAET 57 LV E EUFHORHA
borEEZOND, TOLIBRWALAEEEZ, EETE, =7 AR—Vr—DFRA D= XL TH L
L E ORI AR HET D HME (7o & 21E, TWoERE) X, AMOSERRBIMNHEFEH I RET %
B R LT T ZE 3 2 AU LD TV D, % T, KBTI, HlESE 22 5 T O 5%
BELTARE LT 5 & & bic, ABOSERWANIE L TITEhmm il 2 i 7- Bk 7 L — LB O 3r
e 2 h%@ﬁ!ﬂ%%ﬁiﬂiﬁﬂ“é &%:EE!’J& UTee SEATAFIE A ML L 7oL, k223 o0 gy A fiite 5

5 HWD—E AR T L— A S HHERT A Z LN ARETH Y

FTREMEZS IR S T,
F—T—F: 2/ 2R =T —,

[FC®HIZ

RNEZREEITTT B LERERMN A & LTIk

B%KMWX$*V%ﬂ#ﬁwBﬂ5@my
Fyer, & Lipsitz, 2007), =27 AFR—T v —IZ8
WX, B R & 7R DA E TR D
SS9 2 & TRYA SO O & F
HIL2ZEMEMNEEND, 27 AR—Tx—
IR DB 2 HERH 52 S
NTN5HHDD (e.g., Norton & Price, 2007),
T AR—T % —DIRFEEZ TR BEDL N,
HRR RIS A B ER DU £ T2 b0 2
L (Craske, Liao, Brown, & Vervliet, 2012) <°,
T AR—=Vy—% L LB L% 30~50%
DFEINALZRER DR AR T 5 Z & (Choy et
al., 2007) BEH S TWD, ZOTZ Lrb,

BIfR 7 L — A F R

* R R N R R R
LRy = DN NE S NS R v

ZI S O JFIEO LIRS RS T~ D ik

, Ik

T AR v — [ IRLEEIT T D PR
WRESADD, WELWEORMNH D EE
2D, D, =TI AR—T v —0DiRE
BhRAARAET D JiWs % 0D TR 2 e B2

H5,
T AR=TVr—IZBWTIL, VARYT
ST 2 R BRR & LIEETRE N HW

bivd, BARRITIE, R SUG DERIZ BT
I, b &R RO & AR L 7R H R
(neutral stimulus; NS) 723, RUfiG72 &
RS 2T D E LM
(unconditioned stimulus; US) & xR
INDHZ LT, BBOE (RIS ZFEFT
55 (conditioned stimulus; CS) & 725
L (VARCTV MRS, £D—T5
T, HWETFREIZBWTIE, CS DA%z HMiTR
T5 2 & TERIUERISOERPRAA BN D, LA
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RUT UV MEMST R LD E LI RERO
FRE LI, T ARV —IZoEEND
ik L LT, RMAIBUELIELE (Wolpe, 1958) <2,
WRFE LS ETE (Barlow, 2002) 72 Y, W<
DAOIREETHE & MBAFE ST & 7o, BUETIL,
ZD XYy AR — U v —DVEHE &Rk
TOAHR N EmEm L LT, Tk 5H
(inhibitory learning) €7 /L] NEEH I
TW5 (Bouton, 1993), il IL#HE 7 /LiZd0
Ti%, CS & US oy (LUF, Bifgda L4 2)
%, WEFRRE TIE, EBERICERLRNZ N
HESNTWVD, ZO7), bLOBE#HEIC
Mo s, US OIEERREZ TH oM (kT
L oG, Thbb, fllkEE O (Hl1kF
H) &k oT, MiicHEESNIHED Z L
ZEDN, I ARV —MEATOERAD
ZALTHDLEENTWD, Thbb, =72
A= r —IZBWTIE, ek, DBREFIR LEZ
MR E AT & T RRATRE I (A D R R DI 5
(Bifk) B TIix7e <, Rfili & 6k 7
(noUS) & iz, 5677 CS—noUS M
BEERTDLDIENEETHLEINTWND
( e.g., Craske,
Mystikowski, Chowdhury, & Baker, 2008), =
DE D BRBURHD, RiEIZ2->C, i85
RET D720 DFx DFft & B3itshd &9
27> TETWD, BRICIE, TP#loniE],
MR LATZiEE ), TREE TR EMRITE
D%, (=7 AR—=V v =BT 5L
R EOHEFZNFTHND (e.g., Craske et al,
2008),

F7o, EFETIE, ABFRICEOLND TF
TR BRI BT ARV — DA D
S AL THIHIHEFEITGZ DB ML ML
7o FEREROAF S b A ST Y (e.g., Olsson &
Phelps, 2004), Z O X 5 72 5B LA IS H L
TR IR B EE OB b IR S D, £ 2
T, KBTI, HEOTI AR—Y v —0Dih
DR & EdE 3 2 W & fREt Lo ifge &, A

Kircanski, Zelikowsky,

O T53E] R FBM 2, =7 AR=Y ¥ —IT
52 D BERR LI H e T8 L,
T ARV X —DIRFNRERET D 72D
e DM ZRAT 522 ANE T2,

IYRKR=%—I2HEITS
FEFEZRET HFHE

FHOWE

HlE 78 O RN 2 RAET 2 DO LD & L
T, HEFHE O, TH (L xid, HEF
EDARE) B LAVWES (& 20, b
FREROR—H) AR5 [THOLE

(Expectation violation; Craske et al., 2012) |
N D, FATHERIZBWTIE, THIOELH
& LT, HRIEARE LA 3 5 RO M

(Rescorla & Wagner, 1972), BEMEAHE RO
/% (Davey, 1992) \ZBET 2207 4 772 7%
WETDHEI RGPV TET, 72& R
X, Prenoveau, Craske, Liao, & Ornitz (2012)
L, NEZExtge LT, CS O BIMEEROE R
MEEIET D2 LD, HEORRIZRKIT I
WZOWTHGET LT, ERBINEL, CS LERY
a v 725 MR R S 4L, OSSR
mENT, TD%, FERBINEIL, EEHIC3
FECEIVIRONZ, 2O 3T, HETREO
BRIZ, CS MRS NDHREMOR I NHERY,
CS OHMIE/RA 1 73/, 250/, 34O
FTNENRY oz, i SFEDOMT,
HE TR X DRIZBWT, CS Z BlfE R LB
O, RS ORRE A ki L= & 2 A, CS O
R, 1M THTHEDR, & o & bR OHEs
DORENPREN ERILNI SN, 202
EMD, T AR—V ¥ — OB, [FERTOTH (Z
I T, BREFEEN 2SO STHA I T
W1 Z2NGET 5 X5 ka3 5 2 &3, fillk
FEABEET L IREEREZOND, ZDXD
72 BRI L A BRSNS L 72 FE 0 O &
> & L T, Baker, Mystkowski, Culver,
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Mortazavi, & Craske (2010) %, & pTRYIE
WKERTEEZSRIZ, FAOTHEZKGET 2 &
I IMRBR AN Z e 7 AR — v — DR
et LT\ 5, BEMICIE, =7 AFR—Vy
—Z LT DRI, ERBIFIL, &PTCRSL
T AR—=V ¥ —&Eu LT, EORED
WRF 2 OHITREE S5 L BEERESR (oL %
X, % T72E) BERT IOV TOTE
KobTZ, EOtk, EBRSMEL, TFHILE
Wi 2, X 7oefE, [R URER, F6 K OVELWIRF
MEATICRE SND T 7 AR—T v —CEES
WZEID B Tohe, FORSE, T L2k A

AT 7 AR — T % — 2 Ef L72B a3,

TR U & B CRE = 7 AR —Y v — & %E
i L7235 el LT, Dl ok TR
MEOSPME T 2 Z RN E T, LT
Mo T, FHATOFT]EZLGET 5 X9 e ikBia &
LT AR—V ¥ —IF, kO T AR—V
Y —CHEM SN DI ORI L i LT 7z n
IR OB T, RO AR—TV ¥ — L A%
DIBFNREG LN D AREENEZ DN D,

EHLNTEE

il 1528 O R 2R E S S thoo ik & LT,
THE T E OFRIZ, B CS DR TlEke <,
B D CS #rT 5, RODLNIZHEE
(Deepened extinction; Rescorla, 2006) | 73&%
%, 7= & ZI1E, Rescorla (2006) I, =it
ST OHEITEIT D CS OBEHER L HlER
DFERAEF LTz, BARRIZIE, 7 v RTHL
T, JARXETA MRS DRSO &2AT
VY, BEEREECIE T A4 FoORIIx L THET
ftE 21TV, HARTRHTIE/ A XL T4 O
BERERITH L THEFRE 21T o7, T OR
B, HAERSRHCRIT 2 EORE I MR
R T D EORE LD bl o7z, T b
DZEND, HEFHEOBIL, #HEo CS O
TR, flEFE A MREST S 2 ENBZ oD,
o BROLNEE] OBR%E, b MExt4

& U CHEBERICHRE L e m RIZ Az b
2, LU D, EhE g & U7 HEREE
IR EOMAEREZD L, =7 AKR—V ¥ —
OBE, B G [CBRFETH LRl n
T, 20 G \JBET 52 & THEL -0
RIS ORNBVER, BE, RE@e SEEOR
BT D7 ZAR—Y v —H R FERT 5
ZET, HUEEEBMMEE SN D 2 E RSN
D,

REEBTPREHRTIOKRE

HIEFEZYHETHESNAHENE LT, 2
&R, BB BIT AMESLE I EA RO
TEE, Y ORRA, B 7s & O 14421575 (Safety
signal) | X°, RN 8\ TR B A AT
TLHDIAERTLIART  MTEITHD 2
2Weft4TE) (Safety behavior) | 233817 BT
W5, BEEG LI, FMEKSOEREIZ D
SAEMERIIE 7 & &, US OEAREZ THIT S
T CTH 5 (Craske et al., 2012), {HEFHx
IZRWT, BeEBE, —HIIESRMERIED
EREMZDHOD, BREEEFNR DL,
ST O EOG N ER T2 Z E AL MNICE
LTHY (Siddle & Bond, 1988), Z D Z &8
HEFEZ2YEL D EBEZLND, &KIIT
%, 20X BREREFRE LOZEMHRITEI L
brEd 52 LT, flbFEEMEEIND Z N
LM ENTWD, =& 21X, Sloan & Telch
(2002) 1%, PAPTRMMAER 27~ 7 46 45 DR
A% 3 ODRCIERITIRY 431, =7 AK—
Vx—&{Tolz, 3ODHE, T AR—Iy
—ZINZ CTEBOMEC R LR 2 L 5 #
IRENDRE, T AR—V v —TZ TLETH
RATE) (72& 21F, =7 AR—V vy —Effiic
BaRBIT272E) 21795 L9 ICHBRSNDHE,
T AR—T v —DHELTIFHBETH o T2,
INH 3OO LT, ZIAR—V vy —F
B HF O ARLEDFRLE & DS, TRIEHT, TR,
2HMH% D7+ a—7 v 7O 3BT N T
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ME ST, FOFRER T2 2R—J vy —f0
BEMMATIN AT TR, =7 AR—=Vx —

HOZ B BRI T B U ARG L 72 BF & i L T,

AA N, 74 v—7 v IR B R
DORENRENZ EBRHLNE ST, DT
LD, T AR—T ¥y —HIL, BEER, &
EHERATEIZBRET D 2 & T, HlREE O

DRESND ZENEZDND,
I RAR=Or—ITBETH5EEMH

il k8 AT Ao g & LT, TEEME
( Variability;
Castriotta, Baker, Mystkowski, Yi, & Craske,
2012) ] #Y A=l AR =V v —Ndb D,
M) 20 ANVe= 7 AR—Vx —I0k
WU, BRER T S BRI O R RIEF R, R
%%%ﬁw%uﬂﬁﬁéiyxT DX —InHE
i =5, Kircanski et al.  (2012) %, 154
RUMREIR & 7”3 50 44 D REAZ R, 200
T AR—T ¥ —&fTole, OEDIFEEIN
m—EDO=xT 7 AR — % — (blocked and
constant exposure; BC group) Th 5, BC
group | :fol/"C , RUMRIER SR S A 2 IRRTH]
BT L, WREE ?5ﬂ%@%@f%%%éﬁ
fw<I7x$ Vy—nFEishiz, o0
LOUE, BAER TEBMPRT Y AR—TV ¥ —
(random and variable exposure; RV group)
THo7-, RV group IZBWTIE, RBUMICIREE S
DI, 253705 12 5 @Fﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂ%
&0, H% 23 D RIG OB S AR
WENTz, ThbOFfE OIRFEHT, /ﬁ%f(ﬁ,
2HEMBDO 7+ —7 v THIZENT, REZD
TN, AT, AERIEESNE S, &
DOfERL, BC group & RV group Oili 5728, 7' L
oA A MY, 2BEZRO 7+ v —7 v 7
WZNT T, EBBIARL O %R LT, Eﬁ"ﬂ
ETRO LN 0Tz, TRHEDI b,
A ANy AR —T v —IT, TiEﬂ%@
iﬁ%%mwtiﬁxﬁ%ykﬁkﬁﬁﬁmﬁ

Kircanski, Mortazavi,

PO OR DB AW BI3E BT

REFTLHZENRBEZBND,

IHORKR—=D v —DANWZXLIZEITS
FE2%n) % IS:3E1 0%E

BaltlZ7e - T, Jeil U7l 538 2 R4 2
ﬁ%_wx i DIEFFR, HEDA T =K L
B2 Fm X [55E) o&FINER S
LHEDT o TEL, L& X ,E%ﬁ%ﬂ%
/)“<Iﬂ*‘|ﬁ‘ﬁ”“ggﬁ§ VAR T v NEIESIT08
gkmﬁf®mﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁf%é L
(Olsson & Phelps, 2004), SiEHURICE - T
R BSOS B iEfb 45 2 & (Vervhet, Kindt,
Vansteenwegen, & Hermans, 2010) 72 & 735
LSRN TND, 2L b DHFER G, ARIE
BN R RBR A 2 &b, Sif Tiﬁ&@
FRAIAIAITE IZ TR SN T, B RS DAL
ERERSEDLZENAHRETH A Z EEZ SN
b LIEMRoT, Ziuh OB, 7
AR—T v — OIRFFIRFE TR RN R LT
BERIFEL TS AEENREZ DD, TDT
B, TOHPEA =X NEWD TRETT D02
NhHBHEBEZLND,

AHEOEFEBCRMDA N L (BRI L—LA
)

2D K5 e N O FFECTREN 0N 2 SO D1
BRMEICRIE T EOREMEA = L%, M
%7 L — AFE (Relational Frame Theorys;
RFT; Hayes, Barnes-Holmes, & Roche, 2001)
DA BRI T 2RANAZ T 6D L9
272> C& 72, RETIZBW i, Ao 538
R TFREN 120 2 HLIIRENE, THREE DL
IR C, EEORE A BERICRERSTD 2 L
LENTHY (Ramners & Torneke, 2008
R - KILEEER 2009), 20> &5 ZediliEa PR
S BATENT, TBIR 7 L— L3 | LN 5,
ZOMBRT L— A STITHESW TR S L5
WRMRICIT S S E4ME (72 & 1%, more
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than /less than) F(ET 523, TDOU & DIZ,
DRMENBISR ) 239 5, Sidman (1994) 1,
A OIR T CHIEX 2% (LI, A—
X &ET %), HA DR FCRRY #8R¥ %
LT, A=Y ET2D) bW E2d5L (-
7L, FITRENRLOTHD), 57257
MoOFERZR LI, X—A, Y2A, X—Y, Y
—X EW ) BB IRAEMICER SN D Z & &2
NI LT, 20 &5 efilBitR 3Bl Sh
B DRMEMBAGR) O, FITEE R %
DR SR OESE TEl7 7 2] LM
5% (Sidman, 1994), ZOBfR7 L— L3170
Bl s, EAERBRICIEE S 72 W R OGS D%
1t (BAIRIL) O A T =X 5% EBRIGICHRET
THWENEZT oD L) IC/otz, T2z
/£, Dymond, Schlund, Roche, Whelan,
Richards, & Davies (2011) 1%, Zffir 7 2 %
FER L2 OO L 212k LT, AP &
BEARRLC, BHERS (RY &g &
TARPFEGE RS D) OFRT o MRS
Z AL ST ERO AN 2 T AN Ot o HIlE D 2
Wi S e DFRE 2 JIE Lz, Z ORGSR, EHER§E
FUGDART 2 RS &2 L CTuZanic
L BT, E Y T A BT 2o R
IZBWCH, BRSNS TS Z E NI

IZ& M7= (Dymond et al, 2011), Z D X 9 7281
2%, THEREDER 254 & M3 (Hayes et
al., 2001), ELHEEARBRIZ LS 2R S DY
KOEFINZHDAN=ALTHDHEEINTED,
T AR—T ¥ —OERBETICH L TH L
25588 ThbLEEZLND,

ITYRAR=Sr—DBRENRREEDT=HD
FREICHATHEFCRMDADZZXLA LD
BER

TYAR—=T XL, IERVAR T U R &
ST L ART U P ERAESITICESWTRIR &
ATERR, el LR 7 L—2BmE 50
72 3 DO EFHEN RN ICAEH - 5 iR T
X Th% (Ramneré & Torneke, 2008 EE -
KILEERR 2009), &<IZ, =7 AR—=TY % —0D
VEFBS Y 2 BIGR 7 L — L BGRB8 T TR
HFET 5 Z LT, SECRMICEREY T
T2 IRIRIREIPE A A 2t 2 2 L b AETH D
EEZBND, FIT, AW CTHEE L 72 H 1k
FEEARET DA, ROV AR T Vb
KIS, AT MRS, BfRT L —
LB 2 N2 72 3 S OFEfL B H & FELE L 7=
(Figure)

Respondent conditioning TS . .
( (inhibitory learning) } [ Operant conditioning ] [ Relational framing ]
Expectation violation
— - Change of
[ Inhibitory learning ] stimulus relation
T
Variability in exposure
[ Inhibitory learning ] « Formation of equivalence class
| + Generalization by multiple examplars training
Deepened extinction R
[ Inhibitory learning ] [ Formation of equivalence class ]
| | J
Removal of safety signals or safety behavior h
[ Inhibitory learning ] [ Acceptance ]
J

Figure il (k58 21T 2 7= 60 D J7Mg OREE B BR %
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FHOWHEDBEME

T EICHNTIE, HAR TR 55
HREAYET DL ICHETHZ LT, Hlk%
BT EBRENE D, 20X 5 72
AT RT 2 PR, RIS EENICRR
L7cBRE RO L 53, EHEAR L TH2Rn
WEFELEEND N/ HEREND (KL x
i, R=v sEEOEAE, 2K Lo E
FEHI) . SO XD 7, EMADERERER L T\
WETEN R BERE 2 BN TV B A, B
%7 L— A SFIC XD FEBIROIE R & £
TWDAREMER B D, 72 & 2, HEpRn L
M B3] %, FEH]oOREBEMR (Hayes et al.,
2001) TRRSITDZ & T, EFEABRL Qe
WHRERREZ T T L0 Rb B2 oD,
ZDXIBRBIOEEEICL > T, FHOBE
ZEZhE L7 RICB W T, B B E S Y
RENDHREMENEZ BN D, TDH, =7
AR =T % — OBEIE, RS HERE O IRIL (35
AT, BEHSORRIER e ) ORib T, *
D, EARZEND & SEMREE ED LD
BRI TWAHENETBEA A M T 508N
brEEZOLND, T2& 20X, HREPRIUTKE
LCxs AR— v — % FHi L TR SUG O P
PRRER SNz E LT, ZD%, HARZED
Winx TR EBRST G, 4%,
EOY A ERET D A REENRH D, ZD L DI,
T AR—T v —EELTH, SO
RENAERET, EIRSHOER T D REEN T
T D ARERD D,

EOoNTEE, EEEOBEEMRE

RO HALIZIEE, ZEMEEZ R Afviz=s X
W=V =2, THEE O] RICET 2HEF
MENBTEND LV JWTHHEL TS, Zh
LR T L — AR O PR BRLR T 5 &,
D BT ESS, EEtEa2 ) Aivic=r A
=T v —1%, FBRERAICITE R DN 52D
Efiz 7 A (BEE) 2T 2FmEThd e

LHBEZBND, FMY 7 AETER LIl o O
EOWIKR LTIHEFEZITH &, £ ORI
WL Th, WEORNEERT L2 LML
MMZENTW5H72%D (Roche, Kanter, Brown,
Dymond, & Fogarty, 2008), Z ® X 9 72 5HEA3,
FERIC, HEONROEB L AL IEDZ &
BHEEIND, £, SFI~DT I AR—T ¥
— O, F—ofill (7L xiE, eE/LrAD 10
B Tide<, B8 oRE (728 2%

Wt (7-& 21E, EAB) RO (2E 21E, 15
BE) ORZRD &P 1K LT AR—V v —
ZERMT D Z &1L, BEORBRISH LT, [Fk
DOfRE (2 ZCiE, #0178 28552570
O THEE OB L D308 & LTHREL T
HEBEZRBND, TEEOHHBNT X DT 236
SEUTE A, ORISR T L 7 AR
B (22T, @ BB ERY, HEFR
X ONFEOBNEALIMEE S, AR5
AT (& z X, MLz e rCco
20 B I3t LTh, BELATEIDSRE O B2 FIEE
MRBEZbND, £, 27 AR—V ¥y —ITH
WL, AL 72D CS MIRIEDE N7 4 —
Ty hEENDLR, HEOEEDOR Yy KU —7
X, ZOFEFEHFL 0D AMREMENRER ST
% (Dymond, Schlund, Roche, & Whelan, in
press), Z D& RIRFT RO Y BT —
70, EHERRIARICE S Ry hU—7
DHIEBT, ER7 L —2a31FIck->T CS &
[k D R SIS T AR RE 2 45 L 1o SRE M S
BENDFRMER S D, Z D KD REFERIEA
BT 5 R SHHEE e & OBEERIgeE 2 SGE T
L7, BfRT7 L— LR A B e & LT
B S DBRER IR B A CTH D Acceptance
& Commitment Therapy (LLF, ACT &9 %)
WCBWTE, 7 2—Ya ) FEBAHAVLR
Do ZO 7a—Tar) #HE LIERE
M 7251412, Word repeating technique (PLF,

WRT &9%) b5, WRTIZBWTIE, Sif
FIM A B2 5 30F5 U 5 E TR E S I

— 114 —



Pl « JIH - (0T« T - - IR 0 27 AR =2 v — DIRTIIURED 72 D JiE I B S 2 ol D WFFEE 1A

T LT, SHORBEMEIKT 2RO E2HD
SRRSO T AR RE A SE T S 2 e
HiyE Shb, £Dizh, WRT Zix 0o & LTz
W7 a—Varrros AR=—Yy— L EAETD
Z LT, HERRICIESS CS o bd, |
BARBRIC L D03 70\ S REHINE 00 22U RS D T
WCENCTH D RN E 2 BN D,

REESPREERITEOREDEHER
HREFOERS, ZeMRITENT, 1TEO
FEAR, RSB S BEfE T 5 2 &S < A
WEATEY O AR ORI (Aoik) X ->T
HMEFFSND ATV MTlhE & B 252 &N
BThDEBEZLND, o, BEEFOLE
ERATENS, BATERNRITEIO AR 63, X TT
o4 TIENE, HDHVITIRAE LD IEL, €D
MG ICBE T 2 B, SO, IR AEE D
LL7EY, aviho—ALEHE Lz 5R
HELTEREND HEBROELE) &A% OK
HEZALTCWDAREEND D, 20k )7 [
Broolahit) 2552 L2 HME L2 ACT
DEIEDOOEDIZ, [T 78T H R FERH
b, TS H L AZEBWTIE, HixDx=s
AR (2L z21E, TR 2AEZ—LOMBIE] ©
AR T y—) ZANT, FREEE= Fr—
NTBHZEOREEERREEDHZ & T, Bk
118 % A STV e R FL ok o3
LEITI AR SED ZENEANE D, @
BIET0, BEMBITEIORRET, FERE LT
HUESIc & EED &V AT v MTE 2R
Wt D2, [T 7 2 2] THEOREIME
HEIND RN H D,

=AY b

AiwE T, HlEFEETLICESL, =7
AR—=V % —DOIRE R L B & LT Fhi
SEWMBT S L L BIC, AMORBMPLEEN
iﬁxﬁw9v~mﬁw1%thﬂ%%%7

L— LBEROMAAL N DIFT L, & 6772
FWDRLEAT Tz, H%I%, EROTERZE
ERET D HMEDOHR72 5T, AHOFIEICEA

EU TN AFREEMZADZET, SbkD
IRV DMEEDFTRE L 22 Db LAty

F7o, EFETIE, Kms CTIY R 7efiliks
BEED FRe & 0 A7 b3, LiEo mEE

(Schiller, Monfils, Raio, Johnson, Ledoux, &
Phelps, 2010) <°, FEIOFFHEATNY 772
&£ (Kircanski, Lieberman, & Craske, 2012),
BRI R0 0 A FE D < TRIETIE b Bt S
I LH TN D, 5%1T, TORIRFHmEIc
LT, 320FKMHSTEEDIHAHIBLED
HEDATN=ZALEFBIRL TS HLERD D
EEZBND,

(51 AXHK]
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Abstract

Exposure is one of the clinical psychological treatments for anxiety disorder. Numerous
studies have shown the effectiveness of exposure, but some individuals experience a
relapse of anxiety symptoms after the treatment has been completed. Therefore, there
may be room for improving this treatment method. Based on this limitation, many
studies have examined the effectiveness of strategies that encourage inhibitory
learning (e.g., violation of expectation), and the effect of cognition on extinction. Thus,
this review aimed to investigate recent findings on the effect of strategies that
encourage inhibitory learning, and rethink these strategies in terms of relational frame
theory (RFT), which explains human cognition and language. The results suggested
that some of these strategies could be recognized from RFT, and may provide a possible
future direction for the application of these strategies in clinical psychology.

Key words: exposure, Relational Frame Theory, inhibitory learning
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